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Sir: 



This reply brief is submitted in response to, and within two months of, the 
Examiner's Answer to Appeal Brief mailed from the U.S. Patent Office on December 10, 
2007. 
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REMARKS 

Appellant provides the following rebuttal to Section 10 of the Examiner's Answer 
to Appeal Brief, "Response to Argument." 

In the Examiner's Answer, the Examiner asserts that "as claim 1 is an apparatus, 
the type of data stored in the answer cache is not and can not be claimed, as it is non- 
functional descriptive material." (Page 1 1). However, this misses the point because the 
type of data stored in the answer cache is not what is being claimed in claim 1 . Instead, 
claim 1 is directed to how an answer cache is configured, namely, to be able to access a 
particular type of data through a particular type of data structure. 

More specifically, claim 1 recites, "an answer cache configured to access answer 
information through a flat data structure." This claim language is clear that rather than 
claiming the type of data being stored in the answer cache, claim 1 instead claims an 
apparatus (an answer cache) that is configured to access a particular type of data (answer 
information) through a particular data structure (a flat data structure). Therefore, the 
answer cache is an apparatus having the functional aspect of being "configured to access 
answer information through a flat data structure" and, as such, can be and is properly 
claimed. 

The Examiner also states seeing no basis for Appellant's assertion "as to what one 
of ordinary skills [sic] in the art would 'expect' to be 'answer information'." (Page 1 1). 
The Appellant traverses and identifies and submits a number of bases regarding what one 
of ordinary skill in the art would understand to be "answer information." 

First, the Appellant refers to paragraph [0022] of the specification as filed which 
states, "[t]he answer cache is configured to store answer information such as domain 
names and associated IP addresses." As such, the specification itself clearly identifies 
examples of what is meant by the term "answer information," namely, "domain names 
and associated IP addresses." 

Second, an "answer" in the Domain Name System (DNS) is well known in the art. 
For example, "[w]hen a request comes in, the name server . . . can answer the request 
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with an IP address because it already knows the IP address for the domain." 
HowStuffWorks, "How Domain Name Servers Work," at 
http://computer.howstuffworks.com/dns2.htm. This is because, in order to answer 
requests for an IP address associated with a domain name, the name server stores domain 
names and their associated IP addresses, as is known in the art. Thus, the IP address for 
an associated domain name is the "answer information" given by a name server in 
response to a request. 

Also, the term "Domain Name System" is defined in the art as, "[o]ver the 
Internet, a system which translates a domain name . . . into an IP address .... The DNS 
maintains a database which correlates domain names with the appropriate IP addresses." 
Steven M. Kaplan, Wiley Electrical and Electronics Dictionary 206 (2004) ("DNS"). 
Because the purpose of the Domain Name System is to translate a domain name into an 
IP address, the information stored by the DNS is known to include domain names and IP 
addresses. Domain names and IP addresses, which are clearly known to those skilled in 
the art, are specifically identified in the specification as filed as examples of "answer 
information." 

Further, as is known in the art, "[t]he most basic task of DNS is to translate 
hostnames [domain names] to IP addresses." Wikipedia, Domain Name System, at 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Domain_name_system. Because DNS is used to translate 
hostnames into IP addresses, in order to answer a query, the caching server is understood 
to be configured to access information that includes domain names and IP addresses, 
which again are included as examples of "answer information" in the specification as 
filed. 

In sum, and contrary to the Examiner's assertion, a sufficient basis "as to what 
one of ordinary skill in the art would 'expect' to be 'answer information'" has been 
provided. 

With regard to the Examiner's responses to the Appellant's remaining arguments, 
the Appellant refers to the Appeal Brief filed on November 9, 2007. 
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Appellant believes no fee is due with this submission. If a fee is due, however, 
the Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any necessary fee to Account Number 
06-0600. A copy of this statement is submitted in duplicate for this purpose. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the above, the Appellant requests that the Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interferences overrule the Examiner's rejection of claims 1-9 and 1 1-43 as being 
unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Fletcher in view of Vishin and of claim 10 
over Fletcher in view of Vishin, further in view of Ramanathan . 

Respectfully submitted, 
Andreas Gustafsson 
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